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appendices he gives a number of documents relating to the various occu-
pants of the different offices, the expenses of the court, the itineraria of
the Wettin princes from 1324 to 1379, and similar subjects. The re-
viewer (who desires to apologise to Dr. Meyer for the delay in his review)
finds nothing in the book which he needs criticise and much from which
he can learn. Dr. Meyer's thesis may be commended to those who wish
to study the early beginnings of the German principalities in a typical
instance, and to trace, e.g., the steps by which a privy council was
developed from the familia of the prince, or the metamorphosis of the
old popular judicature of the Landdinge and their Schoffcn into the
official court under the Vogt. E. B.

The fourth volume of the Inquisitions and Assessments relating to
Feudal Aids, 1284-1431 (London: H.M. Stationery Office, 1906) deals with
the shires of Northampton, Northumberland, Nottingham, Oxford, Rutland,
Salop, and Somerset. Save for the scantiness of the Northumberland
entries, proportion is better preserved in the records embodied in this
volume than in some of the preceding ones. Somerset alone exceeds
the measure through preserving assessments nearly threefold as minute
as those of the other counties here dealt with. Yet the Somerset docu-
ments are hardly as full as those transcribed in previous volumes con-
cerning Lincolnshire and Norfolk. In the preface attention is called to
the neglected evidence of the Chronicon Petrobiirgense (Camden Society)
that the date of Kirkby's Quest for Northamptonshire was 1284. In the
text perhaps the most interesting thing is the different ways in which
the officials dealt with the franchises in Northumberland and Shropshire ;
and the detailed study of the returns for the latter county will throw
some light on the curiously shifting western boundary of the shire
between the Edwardian conquest of Wales and the Act of Union of
Henry VIII. The indexes are numerous and full, and are generally
careful. In the index of tenants it is a pity that more pains were not
taken to give the modern forms of surnames. A few rather obvious ones
are reduced to their present shape, but nearly all those difficult to
identify, and some that are easy, are left in Latin without any cross-
reference to a more intelligible equivalent. A few place identifica-
tions are wrong. In one case the Rutland returns are unnecessarily
corrected by the index-maker, who suggests that the alien monastery
which owned a local manor was not ' Saint-Georges de Boscherville,'
but ' Saint-Martin de Boscherville.1 Of course the scribe was right,
for St. George was the name of the monastery, though St. Martin
is the name of the commune in which it is situated. On p. 590
' Wainhill in Bledlow' is described as in Northamptonshire, in-
stead of Oxfordshire. But these are trivial slips and inevitable in so
elaborate an index. There is an amusing mistranslation on p. 604 of an
entry on p. 1, but the one really bad mistake I have noticed is that
which identifies Richard PitzAlan's honour of Album Monasterium with
Wbitchurch. It is hard to understand how any one who has worked
through a mass of Shropshire records could fail to see that Oswestry is
meant. T. F. T.
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